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ABSTRACT 


This study addresses a general class of decision situations whose solutions are 
directly applicable to military inventory acquisitions and or disposals. Although 
optimal solutions are well known when subsequent costs ure linear to the amount 
of surplus or shortage, the perhaps more realistic case of non-linear costs has not 
been extensively studied. The results of this study suggest the optimal solutions, 
1.€., acquisition quantity or supply, for both conditions of risk and uncertainty about 
demand when the associated cost function is non-linear and quadratic. For 
conditions of risk, optimal solutions are found which will yield minimum expected 
costs for the two-piece cost function where Surplus and shortage costs are 
quadratic. This is done for both discrete and continuous demand variables. When 
future need for the item 1s unknown and only the maximum value can be estimated, 
optimal solutions are obtained for goals of minimaxing cost. minimaxing regret, 
and the Laplace criteria using a uniform probability distbution. It is shown that 
these different approaches to determining acquisition quantities under conditions 
of uncertainty lead. for this general class of decision problems, to the same optimal 
result. Hopetully, this information will aid in the decision process while making 


affordability assessments of new acquisitions. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


This study addresses a general class of decision situations whose solutions are 
directly applicable to inventory acquisitions and or disposals. Although optimal 
solutions are well known when subsequent costs are linear to the amount of surplus 
or shortage, the perhaps more realistic case of non-linear costs has not been 
extensively studied. 

Even the most casual observer of the defense marketplace would agree that 
long-term growth in the costs of military hardware has been substantial. Agencies, 
such as the Center for Naval Analysis, are often involved with making affordability 
assessments of new acquisitions under the Department of Defense. In determining 
the affordability of a new acquisition, the entire life-cycle costs need to be 
evaluated. When acquiring a major piece of military hardware, costs associated 
with items such as spares or replacement parts can consume a significant portion 
of the total costs. The timing of when resources are expended plays a crucial role 
in determining the affordability of a new program. Spares or replacement parts not 
purchased at acquisition time but needed (and purchased) later, tend to cost much, 
much more. Furthermore, when the particular piece of hardware is at the forefront 
of new technology the reliability of it or its components may be unknown. 


Estimates of the probability distribution of demand for the number of replacement 


parts over the life of the hardware will have to be considered along with the 
associated cost functions. 

The results of this study suggest the optimal solutions, 1.e., acquisition 
quantity or supply, for both conditions of nsk and uncertainty about demand when 
the associated cost function is non-linear and quadratic. This is done for two-piece 
cost functions where each part (surplus and shortage) recognizes both linear and 
quadratic terms. The optimal solutions found for conditions of risk will yield the 
minimum expected costs. For the continuous case, it is derived by differentiating 
the expected cost equation with respect to the decision variable, 1.e., the acquisition 
quantity, and setting the result equal to zero. For the discrete case, it is found that 
sufficiency conditions for the local minimum of a function (finite difference 
equations) are elemental in deriving the optimal acquisition quantity. When future 
need for the item is unknown and only the maximum value can be estimated, 
optimal solutions are obtained for goals of minimaxing cost, minimaxing regret, 
and the Laplace criteria using a uniform probability distribution. 

This analysis of a quadratic cost equation has not been studied extensively in 
the past. Hopefully, this information will aid in the decision process while making 


affordability assessments of new acquisitions. 


I. INTRODUCTION 


Stochastic single-period inventory models, more commonly known as 
“Newspaper Boy’ problems, first made an appearance in 1950, where they were 
described in Morse and Kimball’s early Operations Research text [Ref.1]. Based 
on certain assumptions about demand, the problem involves making inventory 
acquisition decisions with the objective to minimize expected cost. These models 
are directly applicable to determining the optimal quantity of spares to acquire with 
a new system [Ref. 2]. 

When acquiring a major piece of military hardware, costs associated with 
Spares or replacement parts are a significant portion of the total costs. Replacement 
items not purchased at acquisition time but needed later, tend to cost much, much 
more. Furthermore, when the particular piece of hardware is at the forefront of 
new technology the reliability of it or its components may be unknown. Estimates 
of the probability distribution of demand for the number of replacement parts over 
the life of the hardware will have to be considered along with the associated cost 
functions. Estimating the demand uncertainty was researched in a study by Pranom 
Srinopakoon [Ref. 3]. His study suggest some procedures which can be used to 
estimate the demand distribution even when data on unsatisfied demands are not 


available. In another study, a decision procedure for the transition from uncertainty 


to risk was proposed by Kadir Sagdic [Ref.4] who explores the use of order- 
Statistic-based quantile estimators as a decision procedure while data accumulates 
in the early decision periods. 

In existing applications, cost functions have been assumed to be linearly 
proportional to quantity. Although optimal solutions are well known when 
subsequent costs are linear to the amount of surplus or shortage the perhaps more 
realistic case of non-linear costs has not been extensively studied. Little research 
has been done when associated costs are non-linear. However, even the most 
casual observer of the defense marketplace would agree that long-term growth in 
the cost of military hardware has been, and maybe expected to be, substantial. The 
purpose of the study reported in this thesis is to seek and examine solutions where 
costs behave in a non-linear manner, i.e., quadratically, as functions of shortage or 
surplus. 

Chapter Il briefly reviews the standard model where costs are linearly 
proportional to surplus or shortage. Chapter III is devoted to the purpose of this 
thesis, i.e., to the quadratic extension of the newsboy problem. Hence, optimal 
acquisition decisions will be sought for both conditions of risk and uncertainty 
about demand. Three principles of choice will be applied to decisions under 
uncertainty: the Laplace principle, minimax cost solutions, and minimax regret 


solutions. Conclusions and recommendations are given in the final chapter. 


I. SINGLE-PERIOD INVENTORY MODEL (LINEAR COST 
FUNCTIONS) 

In this section we shall briefly describe the well-known newsboy problem. 
illustrating its optimal solutions under both risk and uncertainty with respect to 
demand. This generalized problem appears frequently in a variety of scenarios. 
The model may represent the inventory of an item that (1) becomes obsolete 
quickly, such as the daily newspaper; (2) spoils quickly, such as vegetables or 
loaves of bread; (3) is stocked only once, such as spare parts for a single 
production run of a new piece of military hardware; or (4) has a future that is 
uncertain beyond a single period, such as designer clothing fads [Ref. 5]. 

In general the entory model has been structured such that orders are placed 
once for purchase of inventory to cover a single period. Stock shortages may not 
be refilled and stock surplus may not be transferred for use in the next period. 
Costs incurred by shortage or by surplus are proportional to the difference between 
the quantity on hand and the subsequent demand during the period. If exact 
demand were known it would be a trivial matter to minimize cost: one would 
simply acquire that exact amount. Unfortunately, since demand is typically 
unknown at the time of acquisition, and could be characterized as a random 


variable, then minimizing expected cost becomes a more complicated task. 


However, for an appropriate decision rule, an optimal inventory policy can be 
obtained even if limited information about the probability distribution of demand 
is available. It is clear that ordering some amount more than the possible minimum 
demand would be desirable, but certainly the order should be no more than the 
maximum demand. 

The single-period cost equation may be structured trom the following 
components. 


Q == Quantity (supply) of inventory initially to be on hand 
for the period. This is the decision variable for the problem. 


D = Demand for the inventory during the period. Demand is 
unknown at the time supply Q is selected, and may usefully be 


considered as a discrete or continuous random variable. 


C, = Cost of surplus for each unit of inventory unsold, 1.e., when 
supply Q exceeds demand D. 


C, = Cost of outage for each unit of unsatisfied demand, 1.e., when 
demand D exceeds supply Q. 


p(d) = Probability distribution of demand, if demand is discrete. 


f(d) = Probability density function of demand, if demand 1s continuous. 


The cost function, depending on whether there is a surplus or a shortage 1s 


Col (Ore) Os D <Q, 
Cost=C(Q) = (1) 
C.(D-O), OD. 


For simplicity in familiarization with the basic model we'll assume that both Q and 
D are continuous variables. The discrete version will be explained in the next 
chapter, dealing with the non-linear cost function. The linear cost function appears 


graphically as in Figure 1. 


Cost, CCQ) 


Demand, D 





Figure 1. The Newsboy Cost Function 


Given a certain density function f(d) for the continuous random variable of 
demand, and seeking a value for Q’, the decision variable that the decision maker 


is trying to find over the range between zero and D,,,,, the expected cost is 


E(c(Q)] = f (cost) £(D) dD. 
0 


This, upon including the cost function (1) becomes, 


E{c(9)1 = fc,(o-D) f(D) dp + [{c,(D-@) £(D) ab. (2) 
0 Q 


We seek the value Q*, which minimizes this expected cost function (2). The 
optimal value of Q may be found by differentiating the expected cost with respect 
to Q, equating the derivative to zero, and solving for the optimum value Q’. Since 


Q appears in the limits we may use Leibnitz rule [Ref. 8] for integration, or 


dE(C(Q) ] 


Oo oo 
= a i f(D) dD = 0. 


Applying the cumulative distribution function 


F(x) = [ f(r) dt 
to obtain 


C, F(o*) - c, [1 - F(O*)] = 0, 


we arrive at the well-known result [Ref. 5] 


To verify that the expected value of cost is minimized at Q” we should 


examine the second derivative 


d?E(c(Q)] 
do? poe 


= (Ge Tew) Ee ( Ox). 
Since the quantity (C,+C,)f(Q’) is positive the value indeed is minimized. 

To summarize, the above result says that in order to minimize the expected 
value of cost, the decision maker should order the quantity Q’ which is equal to the 
[C/(C,+C,)]th quantile of the demand distribution, as shown in Figure 2. [Ref. 6] 

Furthermore, as a decision tool, it is not necessary to know the exact 
numerical values of C, and C,, since the ratio of the two may be sufficient. For 
example, suppose that as a best cost estimate a unit of surplus will cost twice as 
much as a unit of shortage, i.e., C, = 2C,, which equates to determining the value 


for the .33 quantile estimate. 


Ford), Cummulat!ive distribution 
of Demanag 
ah gla) 


Cor Co 


0 Q* Demand, D 


Figure 2. Minimum Expected Cost Solution 


When the distribution of demand is unknown the decision becomes one under 
uncertainty. Three well-known approaches to decision making under uncertainty 
are the Laplace solution under the assumption of a uniform distribution of demand, 
minimax cost solutions and minimax regret solutions. For the newsboy problem, 
these all lead to the same rule to find the optimal solution. We shall discuss only 
the minimax cost approach. [Ref. 8] 

This approach is to choose Q so that the worst possible cost will be 
minimized, that is, to minimize maximum cost. As is evident from the solid line 
in Figure 3 the maximum cost occurs at D = D,,,,. By increasing Q to say Q’ we 


can reduce the cost at D = D.,,., as shown by the dashed line in Figure 3. Note, 


max? 


however, that the maximum cost now occurs when demand is at D=0 and so the 


process continues. 


Max !mum 


Max [mum 


ost, CCG 





0 Q Qe Demand Dmax 


Figure 3. Illustration Of Extreme Point Maximums Of The Newsboy 
Cost Function With Bounded Demand. 


Clearly, we would want to choose Q so that the cost at D = D,,,, is equal to the 


cost at D = 0. Equating these, we obtain 
S20 = Co DES Oe) 


Or 


as the order quantity Q” which minimaxes cost. 

In this chapter we have familiarized ourselves with the minimum expected 
cost solutions under both risk and uncertainty conditions of the basic newsboy 
problem. We will now proceed to the more extensive case where associated costs 
are non-linearly proportional to the amount of surplus or shortage on hand. This 


will be done for both continuous and discrete quantities of supply and demand. 
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It. SINGLE-PERIOD INVENTORY MODEL (QUADRATIC COST 
FUNCTIONS) 

This chapter is devoted to the quadratic extension of the standard single- 
period model, i.e., the newsboy problem. Costs are no longer assumed to be 
linearly proportional to the difference between the quantity on hand at the 
beginning of the period and the subsequent amount demanded throughout the 
period. Instead, costs are assumed to increase quadratically in relation to a surplus 
or shortage. With the exception of this new cost relation the other characteristics 
of the standard model remain unchanged; 1.e., orders are placed once for the 
purchase of inventory to cover a single period, stock shortages may not be refilled 
and stock surpluses may We be transferred for use in the next period. The cost 


function may be written as two second degree polynomials in the form of 


: : Cy. (O-D)? + C,, (Q-D) por OSD<0, (5) 
Cost=C(Q) = an (O-D) ? + Cy, (O-D) : O<D, 
for the continuous case, and 
C,, (O-D)? + C, (Q-D), D=0,1,...0  1¢) 


Cost = c(Q) = ie (D-Q)? + C, (D-Q), D=Q+1,.... 


for the discrete case. 


1] 


The components for the quadratic cost equation are as follows: 


Q = Quantity (supply) of inventory initially on hand for the period. 
This is the decision variable for the problem. 


D = Demand for the inventory during the period. Demand is 
unknown at the time supply Q is selected, and may be usefully 


considered as a discrete or continuous random variable. 


C., = Cost of surplus for each squared unit of inventory unsold, Le., 
when supply Q exceeds demand D. 


C,, = Cost of surplus for each single unit of inventory unsold. 


C,, = Cost of outage for each squared unit of unsatisfied demand, L.e., 
when demand D exceeds supply Q. 


C., = Cost of outage for each single unit of unsatisfied demand. 


The cost coefficients may assume both positive and negative values. 
However our work will address cases where the four cost coefficients are non- 
negative. Under these conditions of a quadratic cost equation the penalty of 
having a surplus or shortage is much greater than it is when the cost equation 1s 
linear. Total cost increases rapidly when the quantity ordered does not coincide 
with the subsequent demand. Notice that the cost function is a strictly convex 


function and may appear as in Figure 4. 


‘Cases where C,,=C,,=0 have been investigated [Ref. 10, 11]. 


Z 


Co1CD-Q) “+ Co2CD-a) 


Cs1(Q-D)°+ Cs2(Q-D) 


Demana 





Figure 4. [Illustration Of The Quadratic Cost Function 


A. SOLUTIONS UNDER RISK 

Our ability to find good solutions for the optimal order quantity depends upon 
the amount of information we have about the future; in particular, about the 
magnitude of demand D. In this section we will assume that the probability 
distribution of demand is known. Our goal is to find the value of the decision 


variable which minimizes expected cost. 


1. Minimizing Expected Cost, Continuous Case 
Given that demand D is a continuous random variable with a known 


density function f(d), and that Q (the decision variable for the optimal order 
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quantity) is also a continuous variable; the expected cost equation 1s 


E[Cc(Q)] = f{ (Cost) £(D) dD. 


D=0 


Which, upon including the cost function (5) becomes 


E[C(Q)] = O-D)? f(D) dD 


Ci. O[P eer (Daa 


[en 
- Jew 


+ fc, (D-Q)? £(D) dD 


D=9 


* [ &, (D-Q) £(D) aD. 


D=Q9 


As with the standard single-period model, the optimal value of Q may be found by 
differentiating the expected cost equation with respect to Q and then equating the 
derivative to zero. Since Q appears in the limits of integration, we may use 


Liebnitz’ rule for differentiation of integrals [Ref 7]. The result is 


emme(Q) | _ 


2G, (@-D) f(D) db +c, (0-9)? £(0) 


0 


+ [ Cs, £(D) dD + Cy. (9-0) £10) 
D=0 


Cnc, KD 


oY 


+ (22) Cras Deo ADD er C0 (O50)* fp) 
D=Q 
eG) 2 cee mO-0) £(D) = 0. 


D=Q 


Which further simplifies to 


QO 
E(c(Q)] _ us 
AB a Se 210) 2Cy je f(D) dD 
+ C, F(Q) 
+ 2C, 0 [1-F(9)] - 2c, [ D £(D) dD 
D=Q 
sa Sc Ml a) il = 0. 


By adding and subtracting the quantity 


Q 
2c,, { D £(D) dD, 
D=0 


the final result is 


F(O) [20(, =€)) +e. ene 2 enna seume 


QO 
= Cy, — 2G, = CLRID ERCaEED — or 
D=0 


The expected cost is minimized for the value of Q = Q’ which satisfies this 
condition. 

Depending upon the distribution, solving (8) for Q” may be a tedious 
task accomplished best by a series of iterations. On the other hand, the distribution 
may allow us to be able to solve for Q” by simple manipulation. As an example, 
suppose that an elemental replacement part is available for a new piece of military 
hardware where the mark-up for this part is relatively high and the penalty for 
being out of it is unforgiven by the consumer. Let’s suppose that each unit of 
shortage (in thousands of dollars) costs eight for a single unit with an additional 
cost of two for missing the subsequent demand, 1.e., C,, = 2.00 and C,, = 8.00. 
Each unit of surplus (in thousands of dollars) costs one and its additional cost is 
ten percent for missing the subsequent demand, 1.e., C,, = 0.10 and C,, = 1.00. 
Thus the cost equation is 


0.10 (Q-D)* + 1.00 (Q-D), D=0,1,...Q 


Cost = C(Q) fa ie (D-Q)* + 8.00 (D-Q), D=Q+1.,.... 


We'll assume, that the item has a demand that is exponentially distributed with a 


mean of 200, 1.e., E[D] = 200. By substituting the values for the coefficients and 


applying the following two characteristics of the exponenual distribution [Ref. 11], 


y 


FQ =-1l-e™ 


and 


Q oe _Q _Q 
fy —— e ™dy = 200 - Qe ™ - 200e ™, 
200 
y=0 
to Equation (8) the result becomes 
_Q 
[i-e *°1/20(-1.9)+9] + 4(Q-200) 
| Q Q 


~ 8 - 2(-1.9)[-QGe 2 -200e +200] = 0. 


When simplified, this expression reduces to the following equality: 


_Q 
0.200 - 169 e ™ = 39 


As we can see from Table 1, the value for Q which satisfies this 
equality lies between 504 and 505 units. Obviously, under the above constraints, 


- it is less costly to have a surplus than it is to have a shortage. However, it 1s 
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interesting to note that here the optimal order quantity is more than two and a half 


times the expected demand quantity. 


Table I. Optimal Order Quantity For An 


Exponential Demand Distribution 
Es eee. eee ee ET oO 


242.89 


450 8.94 


505 3 9S 





In comparison, if there are no costs associated with the quadratic terms, 1.e., the 
model is a simple "Newspaper Boy" problem which has a linear cost function, then 
the optimal order quantity would be approximately 440 units. This value is also 
much greater than the value for the expected demand; however, it is somewhat less 
than the optimal value for the quadratic cost function. The quadratic solution 


requires a larger supply quantity because the costs associated with a shortage are 
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more substantial than the costs associated with a surplus. 


2. Minimizing Expected Cost, Discrete Case 
In most Situations inventory exchanges are measured in discrete units 
where quantities are too small to permit approximation by continuous variables. 
In this case, both Q and D are treated as discrete variables. where p(D) is the 
probability distribution of demand. The expected cost for ordering Q items 


E[C(Q)], is 


E[C(Q)] = >, (Cost) pd). 


D=0 


This, upon including the discrete cost Equation (6), becomes 


Q 
ACQ)1= Yi IC,@-D) pD) + C,@Q-D) PD) + 
b= (9) 


>, IC, (B-Q@ pW) + C,@-@ p)I. 


D=Q+l 


In terms of the expected cost function, sufficient conditions for a local minimum 


of a function for Q = Q’ and defined for integer values of its argument are 


E[C(Q*+1)] - ELTC(Q")] = 0 (10) 


and 


ETC(Q"-1)] - AIC(Q")] > ©. (11) 


The forward difference, Equation (10), and the backward difference, Equation (11), 
will be used to construct the decision rule to minimize expected cost. 
Beginning with the forward difference, the expected cost, using Equation 


(9), at Q+I Is 


Qt 


ELC(@+)}] = Y C,(Q+i-Dy pD) + 
D=0 


Q+1 
SC, (Q+1-D) pD) + 
D=0 


¥ C, (D-@-1)? p(D) + 


D=Q+2 


E C,@-@-1) pO). 


D=Q+2 


When expanded this becomes, 


Q+1 Q+1 Q+1 
EIC(Q+1)}= 5° C,(Q-Dy p(D) + F2C,(Q-D) pW) +¥ C, pC) 
D=0 D=0 D=0 


Q 
+ C,(Q+1=0-1) POY + ELGAR) *+ 
>, C,(D-@’pW)- 57 2C,(D-QpO)+ DC, PO) 
D=Q+2 D=Q+2 D=Q+2 


+ ¥ C,0- pO) - Y C,, pw) 


D=Q+2 D=Q+2 
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If the expected cost at Q is truly a minimum, then the difference between the 
expected cost at Q+1 and the expected cost at Q must be non-negative. Therefore, 
upon applying Equation (10), the above result (after some effort) becomes 


a5, C.(Q@-D) pW) - > C,B8-Q POH 


D=Q+1 


mor + Cy PD) + ©, - ©.) > p(D) 20. 
D=0 D=Q+1 


By using the well known identity 


Q oo 
P(Q) = )> pW) =1- >> pO), 
D=0 


D=Q+1 


the equation simplifies to_ 


a5, C,(Q-D) p@) - > C,@O-Q Pp) 
D=0+1 (12) 


o(- C, - C, + C, - CPO + (C,,-C,). 


Equation (12) satisfies the first half of the sufficient conditions for the construction 
of the decision rule. 
Next, we'll apply the backward difference. Using Equation (9) again, 


the expected cost at Q-1 is 


g)) 


Q-1 
E[C@-1] = >) C, (Q-1-Dy’ ptD) + 
D=-0 


Q-1 
5 C,(@-1-D) pid) + 
D=0 
SC, D-+1? pO) + 
D=Q 


¥ C,(D-Q+1) p(D). 
D=Q 


When expanded and simplified this becomes, 


Q Q Q-1 
EIC(Q-1)] = >) C,(Q-D)’ p(D) -2>5) C,(Q-D)p®) + > C, PCD) 
D=0 D=0 D=0 


Q Q-1 
+ 3° C,(Q-D) pW) - VC, p) + 
D=0 D=0 
>, C,,(D-Q pD) +25) C, (D-Q)p(D) + $7 C,, p) 
D=Q D=Q D=Q 


+ $C, O-Qp@) + YC, pO). 
D=Q D=Q 


As before, if the expected cost at Q is truly a minimum, then the difference 
between the expected cost at Q-1 and the expected cost at Q must be positive. 


Applying Equation (11), the above result becomes 


i 


Q-1 » 
(Cc, -¢ doy PD) + C,, Cod 2a pW) 


> a5, C,(Q-D) p®) - > C,(B-Q) PM). 
pao 


By using another well known identity 


Q-1 : 
P(Q-1) = }) p) = 1 - pO), 
D=0 D=Q 
the equation further simplifies to 


(C, - C, - C, - C,)P(Q-1) + (C,,+C,) 
(13) 
> ay, C,(Q-D) p(B) - 3 C,@-Q PO). 


D=Q+1 


Equation (13) satisfies the second half of the sufficient conditions for the 
construction of the decision rule. Finally, by combining Equations (12) and (13), 


the first order difference conditions, we arrive at the decision rule 


(C, - C, - C, - C,)P(Q-1) + (C,, + C,) > 


ASC, (Q-D) p(D) - > C, (D-Q p(D)] > (14) 
D=O+1 


(-C, -C, + C, - CPO + C,, - C,) 


23 


The optimal value of Q = Q’ which satisfies Equation (14) will yield the minimum 
expected cost solution to Equation (9). 

Finding the value of Q which satisfies this double inequality may be a 
rather intractable task. In some cases, rather than use (14) it may be easier to 
handle the discrete case by direct enumeration of expected costs for each possible 
value of order quantity Q. For example, suppose that C,, = 2, C,, = 4, Cj) aaa 
= 6, and that the probability distribution of demand and cumulative probability 


function of demand are, respectively, 


0.1 D=0, 0.1 D=0, 

0.2 D=i, 0.3 D=i, 

P(D)= 4 0.4 D=z2, and P(D)= 4 0.7 D=2, 
0.2 D=3, 0.9 D=3, 

0.1 D=4, 1.0 D=4, 


Values of the cost function associated with the various values of supply Q, and 
demand D, are as shown in Table II. For example, if supply Q, at the beginning 
of the period, is equal to 3 and demand D, by the end of the period, was only I, 


the cost would be 


Cost(Q,D) = C(3,1) = 2 3-1)? + 43-1) = 16. 
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Table If. Cost Matnx For A Discrete Quadratic Cost Function. 





Notice that the cost matrix is an upper and lower semi-symmetric matrix with zeros 


on the diagonal. The expected cost E[C(Q)] may be computed for each of the five 


candidate values of Q as 


EIC()|= 0(.1) + 9(.2) + 24(.4) + 450.2) + 7201 = 27.60 
E[C(D]= 6(.1) + 0(.2) + 904) + 24(.2) + 45(.1) = 13.50 
E[C(2)]= 16(.1) + 6(.2) + 0(4) + 9(2) + 240.1) = 7.00 
FIC(3)|= 30(.1) + 16(.2) + 664) + 002) + 901) = 9.50 
E{C(4)]= 48(.1) + 30(.2) + 16(.4) + 6(.2) + 0.1) = 18.40. 


We conclude that, by direct enumeration, the optimal supply value 1s 
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Q’ = 2. Notice that. even though the cost for having a shortage is significantly 
greater than it 1s for having a surplus, in this case the optimal supply value ts the 
same as the expected demand value. If Equation (8) were used to solve for the 
optimal value Q then the task would be more cumbersome. However, it should 
also lead to the same solution for the optimal supply value Q°. For example, by 


substituting the values for the cost coefficients, Equation (14) becomes 


Q ao 
-11 P(Q-1)+9 > 43° (Q-D)p(D)-6 5) (D-Ap(D) = -2 P(Q)-3. 
D=0 D=Q+1 


As we can see from Table III, the optimal supply value Q that satisfies Equation 


(14) is Q” = 2, which is the same as before. 
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Table III. Optimal Supply Value Q” For A Discrete Cost Equation. 





a | -117(9+1)+9 | 4 2(9-D)p(D) -6E(D-9) pa) 


ANG0@ 0) —6neZ 0) =i 
a UE } = 6 eg) 
Ayam Gil 


















aa 


B. SOLUTIONS UNDER UNCERTAINTY 

Deciding on Q when the probabilities of future demand are unknown and not 
estimated falls into the class called decisions under uncertainty. Here. although the 
probabilities are unknown, it may be possible to have some information about the 
distribution without actually knowing the distribution. For example, we may be 
able to estimate one or more descriptive values relating to the demand distribution, 
such as mean, mode, or median. We may have an idea about the shape of the 
distribution as being symmetric or perhaps skewed. We may also be able to 
estimate the bounds for the range of demand values; e.g., demand could range from 
zero to say D,,,. All of these provide information which may be useful in 
determining the optimal supply value. 

We shall examine the last case, where the only estimate that can be made 
about the nature of the unknown demand is that its range is from zero to some 


upper bound D.,,,. 


The general case of D,,,, < D <D.,,, is readily handled by noting that we would 


always stock D,,,,, and the decision problem concerns the amount of supply in 
excess of D 


min* 
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Given this as our only information, three types of rationale (principles of choice) 


have been proposed for decisions under uncertainty [Ref. 8]. They are 


¢ The Laplace Solution, 
¢ Minimax Cost Solutions, and 


¢ Minimax Regret Solutions. 


Although different in their objectives, we will show that all three lead to the same 


rule for computing Q’. 


I. The Laplace Solutions 
The Laplace approach to the case of uncertainty is to assume that 
demand is uniformly distributed over the demand interval and then use an expected 
value solution. In our = the interval is O< D<D,,,. We seek to examine both 


cases of continuous and discrete demand. 


a. Continuous case 
If demand is a continuous random variable, we would assume that 


the distribution is rectangular with density 


KiP) = 0<D<s D,,. 


=o 
DL» 


MEE) 


Thus, the distribution function 1s 
E(B). = 


dD 
pee 


Applying this and the identity, 





? 


Q Q , 
{Df@aD = [Dd — ap = g 
D=0 D=0 D nex o Dass 


to the expected cost solution (8) 


FRAC, -C,)+C,+C,] + 2C, (Q-EID) 


Q (8) 
-C, - 4C,- C,) [ D AD)dD = 0 , 
D=0 


we have 


Q mac. -C_j+C.+C.] +20. @ - —™) 
D_ at a op 7 ne) o,6@ 27 


max 


Q? 
-C, - 4C, - C,)—*— =464. 
2 1 "2D 
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When expanded this becomes, 


(C,,-C,) Q? + (C,,+C,9) 
D D 


max 


20 Q - C)Dmax + 2) = 9; 


max 


which, as we notice, is a quadratic equation in Q. This leads us to” 





(15) 


As a check, we need to ensure that the rules of mathematics are not violated, 1.e., 
the value under the radical must be non-negative and the divisor of a fraction must 


not be zero. By expanding the value under the radical we get 
Cate V rs 4€,)(C2*C,2) + 4C2, + 
D D 


max max 


2 
4 C., Co Drnax be 4 Ce) Co a 4 C.D max _ 4 Ci. C2 
D D D : 


max max max max 


*The general solution for quadratic equations provides two solutions, but we are 
only concerned with the non-negative values of Q. 
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which equals, 


2 2 
Cy a 20,0.» i Co ” 4€ 4,0. bs 4€,; 42 r 


D2 D2 D? D D 








max max max ee mex 
4C€ 4C CC 

4c’, rm 4c, G. ot sl 02 7 4c? - ol ~ 02 
Das Dax 


Notice that the last two terms cancel are cancelled by other terms and the 
remaining terms are all positive: therefore, the sign rule under the radical has not 
been violated. For the other rule, if C,, equals C,, then the divisor of the fraction 
is zero. However, if this were the case we wouldn’t have a quadratic equation in 


Q. The solution for the optimal value of Q = Q” would simply be 


C,,P max si Co 


oe a ca 
D 


max 


Q* = 


In comparison, this provides a simple adjustment to the Laplace solution of a linear 


cost function which is 


Q* = C2 D 
C+ Ci) = 


and where the coefficients of the quadratic terms are equal. 
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In conclusion, for the Laplace criterion, Equation (15) above provides the general 
means of computing the optimal supply quantity Q = Q’ which will yield the 
minimum expected cost for a quadratic cost function when a decision under 


uncertainty 1s made. 


b. Discrete case 
If demand is a discrete random variable, the Laplace approach 


would assume the uniform distribution for demand 


f@ = ———__ D=0,1,...,.D_..- 


Here, the distribution function 1s 


D +i 
P(D) = ————_, 
(D) a ae 


max 


and for this case the optimal expected value rule (14) 


(C, - C, - C, - C,)P(Q-1) + (C,, + C,) > 


Q : 
2[>, C,(@-D) pD) - J, C,@-Q pO)] 2 (14) 
D=0 


D=Q+1 


(-C, -C, +, - C,)P@+(C,-C,) , 


318) 


leads to 


a Q" 
(C, C. C,. CL) D_ +1 Bs (C,, z oe, —s 





2 


as * O* +1 es baa = O°(Q* +i) | Praax 
6, Cpe East C 2 (C., Co) 2(D.,.+ 1) c.f ji | 








Cc. - P Qr+l 
( OFF C. t C,, CL) D... +4 é (C, C,) 


(16) 


We have used the identities 


va Q 
yD pW) = ED] - 3° D pl) 
D=0 


D=Q+1 


and 





si 1 Q* (Qt) 
Eom - {eos 


max 


to arrive at Equation (16). Notice that the above expression (16) can be further 


simplified to 
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= Q" 
Cc, - €, - €,) +(C, + C,) > 


C 
Deer! 


5} 








* . i ” 
(C.-C)? ie "2 COE Cc Dyer 2 





reece +C -C je +, -C). 
2 1 2 Dox! 2 1 


and ultimately to 


oe jo + ot C= 
Co1Deuax- Q°Y + Cyp(Dmax Q°) - CQ" - CoQ" = (17) 


2 C41 Pox Q") 7 Co _ Co: 


This is the decision rule which leads to the optimal value Q* which must 


simultaneously satisfy two quadratic expressions in Q, Le., 


(C,, -C,)@ *+(2 C,, +Cy, +2 C.D max Ot, +C. -C,,D ina Cp 32) fax) 2 0 
and 
(C,, -C,)Q *+(Cy. +20, Dax +2C 4, +€,)Q-1C,)POrnax* 1)’ +€ (Denes ‘ 1)]>0. 


This value for which Q=Q* will yield the minimum expected cost for the quadratic 


cost function when a Laplace decision under uncertainty is made and the only 


35 


information we have about demand is that it is less than or equal to, say, D,,... 


2. Minimax Cost Solution 
Another approach to decisions under uncertainty about future demand 
is to choose Q so that the worst possible future cost will be as small a possible, 


that 1s, to minimize maximum cost. 


a. Continuous case 

For the case of continuous demand, the optimal value of Q in 
terms of minimaxing cost is easily found. As shown graphically in Figure 5 we 
can see that for the quadratic cost function at the indicated value of Q, the 
maximum cost will occur when demand is equal to D,,,,._ By increasing Q we can 
reduce the cost at D = D,,,,. If we use a higher value, say Q’, then we will have 
the cost function shown by the dashed line in Figure 6. Note, however, that the 
maximum cost now occurs when demand is at D = O, and to reduce this maximum 
possible value, we would want to reduce Q from the Q’ value, and so the process 
continues. It should be clear that we will minimize the maximum cost when Q is 
chosen so that the cost at D = 0 is equal to the cost at D = D,,,,. This is the 


approach to the minimax cost solution. 
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CaGD=0> -<sCo2t 0-0) 


CS1(G@-D) *+ Cs2¢@-D) 





Figure 5. Maximum Cost In The Quadratic Cost Function With 
Bounded Demand 


Ma x | mum 


Co1CD-Q) + Co2CD-a) 


Cost, 


Demand Dmax 





Figure 6. Illustration Of Extreme Point Maximums Of The 
Quadratic Cost Function With Bounded Demand. 
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Equating the cost at the two extreme points of demand, we get 


CQ? + CyQ* = C.D. QV + CDQ’). 


Notice that this is a quadratic equation in Q and by grouping the terms we have 


(C,,-C,)Q” 3 (Cy + 2D max ol a C2 . C,,D Oe 7 C.D max = 0. 


If we divide through by D,,,, (not equal to zero) and solve for Q we have’ 


CHt€ + = C26 
_ s2° 02 “om Ctl, +9C ; +4 sl ol (C ,D +O 3) 
dD oO D oO max oO 


O'= max max max 


C a Cai 
D max 


Notice that Equation (18) is identical with the Laplace solution (15) found earlier. 


(18) 


This is the optimal value of supply (Q=Q’) that yields the minimum expected cost 


for the quadratic cost function when a decision under uncertainty is made. 


‘As before, the general solution for quadratic equations provides for two 
solutions, but we are only concerned with non-negative values of Q. 
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b. Discrete case 
When demand is discrete, the minimax cost solution is not directly 
apparent. As with solutions under risk, in order for costs to be minimaxed at 
Q = Q’, the following inequalities must hold: 
Maximum C(Q*) < maximum C(Q* + 1), (19) 


and 


Maximum C(Q"*) < maximum C(Q* —- 1). (20) 


AS we Saw in the continuous case, the cost function will have its maximum value 
at either C,,(Q)’+C.,(Q), or at C,,(D,,,.-Q)’+C,(D,,..-Q). These reflect the costs at 
the extreme values of D, i.e., D equal to 0 and D equal to D,,,,. The first condition 


(19) may be written as 


MAX [ C,(Q*P+C,(Q°) 5 C,{Daax-Q°Y+CyDaax-Q") | < 


MAX | C,(Q*+1)?+C,(Q*+1) 5 Cy(Dyyx-Q*-1)?+C (Dy @*-1) | - 
(21) 


Because 


C.(QY+CQ) < C,(Q*+1?+C,(Q*+) 
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and 


C(x @*- 1)? + senate TD 5 C(O aes 2 CKD max @)s 


C,(Q°+1)°+C,,(Q’+1) is the maximum of the right-hand side of (21). (See 


Appendix A for further clarification.) Therefore, 


C(D nax~ @*Y? + CD @") < Cj (Q*+1)?+C (07+), (22) 


provides a useful form of the first condition for a minimax cost solution at Q’. 


Proceeding to the second condition (20), it may be written as 


MAX | C,(Q°P+C,(Q°) 5 Cyf(Dyux- Q°Y + Cop Dyuge- QO") | < 
MAX | C,(Q*-1)?+C,(Q*-1) , C, (Day. Q*+1)? +C,,(D,,-Q*+1) | 
(23) 


Because 


C,(Q*-0) +C.(Q*-0) > C,(Q*-1)’ +C,(Q*-1), 


and 


© (Dyuax~Q +1)? + Co (Dyna "+1) > Cy (Dyax-@ V+ Cpu 2): 


Co (Dar-Q +1)? + C.(Dax-Q’+1) is the maximum of the right-hand side of (23). 
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(See Appendix A for further clarification.) Thus, we have 


C,(Q*-0)? +C,(Q*-0) < C, (Dua @* +1? + CDQ +1). C4) 


as the useful form of the second condition for a minimax cost solution at Q’. 
Together, from the first condition (21) and the second condition 


(24), we obtain 


20,0" + Cy + Cy > 
Coax Q*y ou 02 P te Q") 7 C,,@” = CQ" a (25) 


2 Con Q") 7 Ca - Co» 


as the optimal decision rule to minimax costs for decisions under uncertainty with 
discrete demand. Notice that the result (25) is the same as that obtained via the 


Laplace approach (17). 


3. Minimax Regret Solutions 
Yet another way to address decisions is through consideration of regret. 
The minimax regret approach to decisions under uncertainty considers the regret 
the decision maker will feel later if the best decision, i.e.. the one which has the 
least cost, were not made. Thus, regret is the difference between the cost incurred 


by choosing the quantity Q and the lowest possible cost that could have been 
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obtained, had the optimal value Q” been chosen. Therefore, for each value of 


demand, 


Regret (Q) = C(Q) - minimum (C(Q)}. 
Q 


However, 


minimum iC(Q)}i = 0 
Q 


for all values of demand where 


O's Bes is 


and thus 


Regret(Q) = CQ). 


It follows that for the quadratic cost function, the solutions which minimax regret 
are the same as those which minimax cost, viz., (18) for continuous demand and 
(25) for discrete demand. 

In summary, although different in their objectives, all three (principles of 
choice lead) lead to the same rule for computing the optimal value of supply Q 
which will minimize the expected cost when a decision under uncertainty 1s made. 
Thus we have obtained a useful rule for selecting the optimal acquisition quantity 


when future demand is not known. 
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IV. DISCUSSION, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


Determination of acquisition quantities is of increasing importance for today’s 
Navy. With a declining defense budget, considerable attention is being focused on 
various programs and capabilities. According to a recent report published by the 
Center for Naval Analysis, affordability assessments are being formalized and 
incorporated into the acquisition management process. While the principles and 
methods applicable to those assessments are still in a rudimentary stage, it is clear 
that affordability, which is concerned with top-line budget constraints and the 
magnitude and timing of competing uses of resources, 1S a macro concept. [Ref.12] 

The timing of when resources are expended plays a crucial role in 
determining the affordability of a new program. As stated in the introduction, 
when acquiring a major piece of hardware (such as a tactical aircraft) one usually 
can buy spare parts at the same time. Replacement items not purchased at that 
time but needed later tend to cost much, much more, due to such factors as 
retooling, lost technology, and down time while the item is being acquired. 
Resources allocated to the acquisition of spare parts for a major piece of hardware 
can consume a Significant portion of the item’s total budget; therefore, making it 


unaffordable. 


43 


In a book written by Norman Augustine, Augustine's Laws, he finds a 
colorful way of characterizing the growth that has occurred in the cost of military 
aircraft: 

In the year 2054, the entire defense budget will purchase just one aircraft. 
This aircraft will have to be shared by the Air Force and the Navy 3-1/2 days 
each per week except for leap year, when it will be made available to the 
Marines for the extra day. [Ref. 13:p.143] 
The decision of the optimal order quantity of spares to purchase in support of a 
new system depends. of course, not only on distribution of demand but also on the 
expected increase in cost for those spares if purchased at a later date. In an ideal 
situation having just the right number of spares over the lifetime of the program 
will bear the minimum costs. However, if costs are predicted to increase non- 
linearly over time then acquiring the optimal supply of spares becomes even more 
crucial. 

It is recognized that modelling non-linear costs as quadratic functions is only 
one approach. One might, for example, use cubic functions. A _ possible 
continuation of the work reported here is to explore optimal decisions for other 
non-linear cost relations. Another recommendation is to find optimal expressions 
for Q with results which would be more tractable than those found here. Another 
study continuing this work could address methods for solving for the coefficients 


Cae Sacics 


This study has sought the optimal quantity of supply for both conditions of 


Ad 








risk and uncertainty about demand, when the cost function 1s quadratic. This 
situation has not been studied extensively in the past. Hopefully the results of this 
thesis will provide useful insights into the decision process while making 


affordability assessments of new acquisitions. 
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APPENDIX A 
To be determined is the maximum value of a maximization argument defined 


by an inequality. From page 39 we are given 


C(Q*Y +C0) < C,(Q*+I?+C (0+) 


and 


C.D. Q*- 1 +C_ (Dua @*-1) < C0, - OY + C,{D,,- 9): 


We wish to show that the maximum of the right hand side of 


MAX | C,(Q*Y+C(0)  C,Dax-2"Y +C,2.Omax-2) | < 


MAX | C,(Q*+1)?+C,(Q*+1) , C,(Dyy,-Q*-1)?+C,(D,.,-O°-1) |, 


C,(Q*+1P? +C,(Q*+1) - 


Proof by contradiction: suppose 


C.(Q*+1P+C(Q*+1) < C,,,,,-Q*-1?+C,,O,,-2*-D ; 


then 
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CD naz -Q*~ 1)? +Co9(Donae -Q *-1) 


is greater than both 


we cO) and C0. © )+C,0 a O D, 


but this contradicts the one of the givens that 


C4 (Prax ~@ = 1) +O me oe ec 1) 


is less than 


Cy (Drag Q YP +Co9(Domag-Q*) - 


AT 


To be determined is the minimum value of a maximization argument defined 


by an inequality. From page 40 we are given 


C.(Q*-0)° +C,(Q*-0) > C,(Q*-1)* +C(Q*-}), 


and 


C,(Daaz QO * +1 +O (Drae 2“ t1) > CD -@°Y + Coo(Drax-O) +s 


We wish to show that the minimum of the right hand side of 


MAX | C(Q*Y+CQ) + Cy Dpax- O@°Y + CoPyax 2) | < 


MAX | C,(Q*-1P +C(Q*-1) 5 Cy (Dyas O° +1 +CDoae- "+1 | 


C.(Q*-19 + 22-1) . 


Proof by contradiction: suppose 


Co (Dyax- O° +1)? +C, (Daa Q*t1) < C,(Q*-1° +C,("-D) , 


then 


C.(Q*-1P +C,(Q*-1), 


A8 


is greater than both 


C(Q°Y+C AQ) and C,(D,,.- OY +C, (Dn Q’) ; 


but this contradicts one of the givens that 


CQ ia 1)’ as we r=) 


is less than 


C.(Q*Y +C(Q’) . 


49 


to 


LIST OF REFERENCES 


. Morse, Philip, and Kimbal G., Methods of Operations Research, Wiley, 1951. 


. Masuda Junichi, The Single-Period Inventory Model: Origins, Solutions, 


Variations, and Applications, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School Monterey, 
California, September 1977. 


. Pranom Srinopakoon, Estimating the Demand Uncertainty tn Single-Period 


Inventory Problems Using the Gompertz Curve and the Schmeiser-Deutsch 
Distribution, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California, 
September 1981. 


. Sagdic Kadir. A Decision Procedure for the Transition from Uncertainty to 


Risk in a Single-Period Inventory Problem, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate 
School Monterey, California, September 1978. 


. Hillier Frederick S., and Lieberman Gerald J., [ntroduction to Operations 


Research, 5th ed., McGraw-Hill, 1990. 

Sok, Yong-u, A Study of Alternative Quantile Estimation Methods in Newsboy 
Type Problems, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California, 
March 1980. 


Finney Ross L., and Thomas Jr. George B., Calculus, Addison Wesley, July 
1991. 


Morris William T., The Analysis of Management Decisions, Irwin, 1964. 


. Sutat Khayim, Optimal Solutions Under Risk and Uncertainty for Several 


Variations of the Newsboy Problem, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, 
Monterey, California, March 1980. 


10. Moon Ho Song, Single-Period Stochastic Inventory Problems with Quadratic 


Cost, M.S. Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California, March 
1974. 


50 


11. Ross Sheldon M., /ntroduction to Probability Models, 4th ed., Academic Press, 
Inc., 1989. 


12. Center for Naval Analyses, On The Use of Cost Information in Cost and 
Operational Effectiveness Analyses, Center for Naval Analysis, July 1993. 


13. Augustine Norman R., Augustine's Laws, New York: Viking Penguin, Inc., 
1986. 


51 


NW 


INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST 


Defense Technical Information Center 
Cameron Station 
Alexandria, Virginia 22304-6145 


Library, Code 52 
Naval Postrgaduate School 
Monterey, California 93943-5101 


Center for Naval Analyses 
4401 Ford Avenue 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302-0268 


Professor Glenn Lindsay 

Department of Operations Research 
Naval Postgraduate School, Code OR/LS 
Monterey, California 93943-5000 


CDR Barbara Marsh-Jones 

Department of Operations Research 
Naval Postgraduate School, Code OR/MJ 
Monterey, California 93943-5000 


Lieutenant Susan B. Padgett 

2 University Circle 

Naval Postgraduate School, SMC-1495 
Monterey, California 93943-1495 


2 


No. Copies 















































































































tdi 1, ie bs y : be aa : 4 oo 
as eae 8 IF oe | 
renee Mian as , | iil WAN ih ) MN Mi iH Pete oo er, 
eae sit at is tay uA fee | | Hl i) 7 _ , 
Sn rat bette Gee, Skid Hl itl Mh i WAHL | : 
3 {ie emseyt AY H ; : : ' , eye i 
Resear an onieabe [f 2768 00311214 5 yo eee eee. 
See | ee 
diye 9; a ae ta : . ‘: ‘ 
af ois é a oe Sear P 
ER icc oath a aia Dest estar ™ nat a ae er 
iain aN ate ’ tabbed EINE Nt ie t ; Seow. As 
Se oe §e3ch 5 i ei ey - k | : Tet ee 


































































































































































































































t os fe 6 4 - i 
ae] ¥ ey im " on . 
carer cia i a emily oie Os yp Ot agive ' ' 
Sehih aia yrs or Wheat ae Poe 3 , 
" i ' whit 
atleg, ote afta < ie 
pe hee 
Po 7 ; 
satiate : 
' te 
aval be au” Sica” 
abe agiae Dik ? eis ‘ 
acd drach ves a, fir? A ' ea : 
a Aalesel, ish s as . 
Pete oe ‘ ae 
BaodPet ate NEST of fl 4 oe 
ys wble fyi Tr BB. byt : ar 
yaearadet PS ar dat)? tabs ond bent 4 Borst ‘ ; Py 
fa ch A bOR ot a5. wthhe! B 4 yisergrd f apres '§ sia haa Pa eas 
bs Rh chop A ha w' bend : 
S a how ae Z Ree nae, at we i i . 
= 7 Se: Orb RCY. rat ytekG wS,- wshs yw P 
ioe So Bat ey aye 21 Sp? poate E30 renee stip he 
anne 1 (Ar ry a4 wsdeg she yy F eure Sains 3 . 
oan elapse 42ha i vay? Mie te tate ea @ eA) oF ‘ Te ' t 
‘ ut a * iv Tats bate se Jt ne 4 : , Lees 
ane ‘ Pot wih & ry 1 
L ia, i 
hy S + mty sh o 
‘ ate Fiat 
aes > Baa . ' } : 
A 4 ' . shtae ' r 4 . 
= "a DP Grate ReMi oat “a % aGanintly ’ ab eas were f ' acre cE ' - ' a 
dalsasdetey uel i! A ba , a : pcgiatre ot : ts . é P 
ave fa seks ot es. A Cue er Tee eee ry ne Pon Ai Als . e , 1 
3 tet Fb? bes gtto ‘ tone 2 tae Od ' ' ‘ ‘ ts 1 
' ? 1 ‘Gnd 
Wig pang A ' 
os naan Fi 
« . ' | 
sete i ? 
er : : 
heteie prin, hi ? ' new ote eos enn 
ral id Oe 1) ae ' 
fa wr om A 
’ ' . 
fae le Geka tees 
Pa SreP a Hi aes 1 ot 
f pub sy ? af % 94s 
7 a gg a Fe hai te % aot h be oes Pas yop MO bat nite : 
Ebi.o arb adv ads @ 1nzls FoF ain BIR. wat 1 ebilth a teks akieate anh, eta tot ese pea rate : 
Yige” .# Md ee Ty Mute ac et of Sf wedges HEEL Aeh OE BD, wr yee MF Pah: Pe) S Reofaas sae x ie 
oe Vo ad, Sore” oP tbe 4g Fs Bs £8 of tna 8 7 ep O dhe, 


: ee 
we ot J, 
saree ot Sas t aot 


f, a fdaee FAIL» 
i GANS Pips seni toy 





‘ ta ete OP 
aot ae moh Coser, Mie : ' 
“ sett) @ te 





















a ae a ees be a 

aphads' ss r8OR terete Pte NEF PS ate 

of ot, Ac pei Antal ath » eh 
fhp ve 

foot Ose *, 

ee w 

fi Tr mee ay 

















foie TT 
Pepi gee Use * ¥ 
aise, 






















. 4 4 ak uF ot at © 
2% ey Oe ge Mee ae 4S ay 
Sea at & at 4 ong Be tee 

' o0,.9 2 












33-0 

anew ow, 2 ot 7. 
adept Shae 4 : 

tewte gay ta eee pave Seth OME Dae Oy 












zh. 
+3 
f 








' bee 8 tobe: git : 





















es ° b . * uteel uw bed J ‘ 
neh! 2e0r 9 & Pere peint acrpTePytg 2 Pf on ide Hasta % eer AS | ; ae vie tlge Us Apkr ee ’ *¢ * se ‘ 
fad ath a CN ae SS sSe SOON TA EBS gett Bie re, ft aAvil? opt. 1 age Yatra r Ii eRe pd iets ov ce o Be dM, fhe og kan Oe "1 . 
Cr tat ose nie ats meee PAPHOS 4 TTS ow, Serer SOD. a one Ms e him? 88) @:) ln os . * ht any Pt 
oa Ma Tm 4d tye Pout 1) tt pe- 1 















Ma eh Ppryes 
Ae 






Diheaes, our tlie cel taleninece 
wb ‘ pera 
Eve Rune 
> oe ni Sted 2 b= 
3 Pin oh Tab 

ee BUSES odagte tee * ats nae > 4s om he” ebaveras 
— ae, ar Mother! Pa Paes Fahd Laat », afte hee ts 
YY 






ad 
al ore ab Les 
ad vase enh REA, 





erene eC) oat 
AYA i i 
“ye tvs ls oh fe CF ay ° 



















































A LE Ma had le? ie 2 PhED Veep ane?" Pit ietd ve oats, : 
aS 7 tae eH ~Pohe cee WY a 
2s inte ’ os at ie . - 
ss b abpindnmoce aid Hd ty} aac 
Zerit % 90 eri te mtd 4 me . 
Avs tal At | ’ P 3 he se be m8 
oo 8 oodudsui® wat 5 a Pee 
~ ape? Meee te % ai ry 
ea es . Soren eat . a "ads 





oh 


. Ate 














Dak 4 P Raye mob, peg. etme 8 Wh ar 
St er eNe ese! hay i) Ae ght 3?} ste wt E 
oath: a oF 3 ‘ od , 
+ RGSS 
, 
r 
eat 
hott 
rode t 
®"as8 * °° 
Meee halet meer ae 02) eqs Oe! fe 
osn “ °. at . 7 +a 1 te oe . a. . 8 e 











































































he . : bass ' ' aa 
ee . ’ oe 6 . . . 
.er e ' . Aer eta ‘ . 
. 2 ee Seer ‘ 
es . ' . : 
. agit Haan r 4 1 it eee Gs deny | ‘ . ' 
HO SO : i,’ ‘ Pie 2 8 .ca rs 8 
rr : tes 7 : Ra hia oe 
“ ’ Tt “ . ’ ence \ 
ee (fers wptsé a, ‘y hale ve: eu by Pa ae : ee a , 2 nea 
mi ‘ OVP nate as “a bite wee tue, Re tp a OI . Pay ae sue 
a3 Tih Ae hk oye vie pres Spe ewae - foe qed A A ae 5 
os STON Ti Ores eer ne ew tee gy - wie: SO lun ole ' ts a 8 wt sae : : 
Fs? HH "1 ‘ ‘ms © western § o fe yf "=o 4 Uy gedurt te ar et er ; ae ° r . . : 
giSes ir . » cote art Serre rect Leer . Gunes Bias finer . ar 
wv ovydy* ae yh a, i 9 ents ae ‘ & tegen i ee ‘ ' : A 1‘ 
© re St bee Bh Feo e BE Stag 78 i woh oo er ee ea Pas 
3 a Yate ier ona es . sa ‘ of ef ue ' . 
*"s" yh oPndsee ft 1? tet : : 1 et ‘ Be ' Be ' ts 
= byte Picttae ne? Pw AHUP tet), beet Br it ane en he ee a aene “hea ee oer ‘ 
ita ANe P| sl six eer 1 a ' ee . 8 





fl, ae aris!’ ah ok 
at pt e® tl hee 
oye er 


os *yhar ah? 
ery? Bens we a 
Bit we ws 
erate os % Brey 
ute ere 







OM betew Dade ’ = 
are pity evays 
FNhe" 














11 ¥ 
ATP ty 9! 





’ : 
hte whe 
iat ‘yet o* soyey 

Ty oS ser Ww 












oM" le 
Ee yer= SS Phe eared 

























f 
BASl gst be D ASRPer Rese wt 1 “se 4 b eH, 
“¥ RETA ore te ra on B wWeryh of Oy eters a Lhe ars Poem hl gn 3 ring 
ate de dy? “9° ag eh Banhart yt 60 P™ 8 PRedP aries ats,” SE ves, ; uy f° Pao ps tree 
> wot » da 87" te. ¥ ye Te 2% 08 at Riko Dat e ad Perey 
iis Pe eyh Fate vas pn, 
. 

J : . 















































































































































































2p : 
jee boy ’ 
. orn 7 
‘? 
i 
ay 
ys 
: 
« 
rs 
it re ed 
“eis ge? . 
a aay a4 oh ayes Ph the 
* - ay 4 ‘ 
a aia H Ze 3. ys o? PAA sae 
Pe Pah ! tee ly grey Syed? raat ba yt oe o el apesti enw 
a Fe es atts ry gone ont HP ap. S, dastis t+. 
-@ Hehe 
me ovata] 3 a Sa t Obl, © BP ave ahs ath 
ial we"? 8h he Fe? Eb eee abet eee} 
ee 6 PA nw Mabe 
are ¥ Eviattio' 2 
res ce "Byes ny yey Te Oe 
eh bl yy 9 Sth Brot $0959 LSogesa7 
avast Nobels Dip Rea es 
Levy petscsit rh a Salah A 
J0a0" 0 Big a we arr eds At Ps 
SaaS rye af wep bed =e near ate > A 
Ve ees Sethe they aint 
bf AS maar Be aye Vt %.2 
navy : “te? ee | 7 eR Men y me Pati ci ‘ 
a) te . oT) hl eed Culnay Paes Ha 2! P py * et Ley fone br 0@ 89g ‘ 
rote ge Pb ER Cte mites ory . zaps opts AA oak al « Se 
’ hg ee ef ae Resid uy art Mf nt 3 toe 
? * Pacyler Lr ee ‘ } 
» yfate: Bele af hese SA, sire sagt aes 5 4a . 2 tie * te ay 
PAE ft Sd Od Sel) Th Udy hr tS book on me bte reps ese dies T. 
! 





Lass : 
wee ter * 
pa the veiee 9% ee sd o4 
Re del Sod ot Se ade | tH oR, bs & 
wteee 1% iy a adPun our Rota ate, 
® iat AE ata ivy wer aes 
Pe La STi a N 
“te DALOPDES 


Leetes thy > ¢ yer aah 
he oe oo Ce ee 
Sefer eho ee yh 
Sfwite Cire ot 1 
Saab a ded 
















. 
x ' aXe Pra 3 






















o' & 
pence of rs 
Baty south woerting? a ity, 
He ST VLIVEY & PRON Oty Ered sce BP esteee 
tw x & Bipeatgss of Chtethp see 

























































































weber eMhe averetrh gt Seco 8! He ate o ete toh 
al fea ls aay oe et ty wee: te Mead t son bh ak Rs That, 7 
aust ce eae The eae vis ast Ah : , a MMe fs ves a ' 
AN a? eo Cai vt I eirety es ae te x fahren mie A by Tey Sey oe 
i et Perey: ites ee oe? Sf ye MPOY a3, x Bit avy: Wes, Veg d7 ie ey §, tenth 
P one cast pif’ 278t avg eista at Hee megs x? oth Meat Fy Nae re Se petgea tan ae Se AOE, Loe 
9 “A et op ‘ Vest) GR 8 Vie yh yey Pity ye vid OO eed statin : ' tae Ease fet oe Ure eg 
al Fil 2 od pietisgiee, wads ous wip ate Ns he sie gee Oo thet 
ata * yisvnk ers yy sre ay YESSIIN® 2 Lee 
ay syn rf eat serra poenteharre ees 
iS}'p* BShebaes bout, aya! 1 BUYS 8 Dan iy 









biVd Bs ate Pu ered Ther ‘ Fant "yyy 























































oe 3d % s 
bard r) bt tg, abe one gs as h ne 
Sts b+ iis aby. by Sabetesy “shed pry st wey 
aly RItK; te BUR 8 Ort yon ee 
3 wf Sa Te, PSthe ures ne ay tab aa Bt 1 athe a}: Phd nt 
ree: a? sty ee pe arated Lares ab Dads 50"D%) dp ee? ft PEt $ves By oetar ety gop " ie rf Wyett « 
‘ ites “* Late otek Baietess ead Phere 4 Ad : Ae ite © yee meth hee eh tee oe 
panes Reve N Pee u a id 3 gg % dikes % wy tee be HL? ' Nay” ae Bea 





3 4%". 3 
5 Peybes yh 
me Fw his ‘. we 





wade . 



























ha oe a 







* 
i ip ean 8 sores ieee 





















+ ye Peg a oaestee 
necgtryserem Pp pte see ats eae Si SEL wv Ay OY erat 
MVTI Re HHARD ‘ Aen mee tapas, be* pete tay! Reuter 3Qr 4 sie cfeut7 Lee | 
i, ‘ Baaanens ait oat x th oe Upentatges a & is 
“ele o be aad ” shen eit ten sy yl bese rey © woh 3 z SOAS 
Sefer 4 tee wae Spee! feseee +m me of 
















Lae 4s Shere 2 


sa ey was S 





aot” 





“POM. 
wees iti Sy ef} 
e Beet aw ae we . Rep 

































fe le v 
4 1 So9 pg M the So Soc wat 
Paryih- pisnntas Eggi es ae t 





bass: 





kettle iY a & > bee 
See Pa pig Racial ne wes oe igre 
i M idayetet ny Lire je 













Sune 























’ 
vit ba 
peach ate ev 
fr 









ity % we it) oe ae 3 
ire Shoaaatde fe Tt 
‘ st miyinyhere a arte A 
43 t ; 


pee 

HE 
RAD Hn: 0 ae 16 
fF vir} 4 & 
EDP De Bate ty ey a 
baw “Pld cle loraee & 
uate it itmans 


etm 8 ee 


Ce be, Leh te 
aR Wetec yry gig roe . ets 
Sheer. i: Ste 

















sare: 





























* 
ne 
nee a oP diab Be berate t eat 
7 * J Qe 1 ' 
oe arabe A Ss Ol da The ridabet Phe 1! ae: ir ase 4 T4¥k oi uer 








mm 

















Se 
, Fats een ‘ eth ay . “oe? 


May aM nf tis 
LY} 


$a. ofy mit 
nity tye 
i Rey ae Ir 











ake “Ayr? SEF oS y 


‘A whys i ‘ 
Ke Se 









Lees . 



























































. heer ' 
4 . : arse al 
ae EA. ae n be “ahh a vet y: n eee: © Fa sy Me gy oy ib ry a ‘ ve. 2 
a M4 +d ae? a eke Fie "et Che DL $ be i Miva at A Fie ‘ seen es 
£ nest: tm pene Ws nt t Dan Tir sets ‘ 
She Khe ite eis pe pare yt, ESSA Ten 
wifes ia * th € af fg: rg v mA 












t/ os: . 
apa dye ay ty is a 
¥¥ ahyevee rove 
rot ahy a vf 
rh 








on 
2 See 
shteny yey rey 6 vinggit? 
yinscay rset a Mee we a 
ses Sear’ wel pet arts 







vw 
bass peoetl 





Reg Sead Hy 
ri Ns tS bar 


